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PER CURI AM

David Swift appeals a magistrate judge' s order denying
his Fed. R Cv. P. 60(b) notion seeking reconsideration of the
denial of his 28 U S.C. § 2255 (2000) notion. This court may
exercise jurisdiction only over final orders, 28 US C § 1291
(2000), and certain interlocutory and col |l ateral orders, 28 U. S.C.

§ 1292 (2000); Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial |ndus.

Loan Corp., 337 U S. 541 (1949). The magistrate judge's order is
neither a final order nor an appeal able interlocutory or coll ateral

order. United States v. Bryson, 981 F.2d 720, 723 (4th Cr. 1992)

(magi strate judge may hear matters in 8 2255 proceedi ngs, but my
not decide them absent explicit consent). Moreover, where a
di spositive matter is referred to the nmagistrate judge under 28
US CA 8§ 636(b) (West Supp. 2004), parties mnust have the
opportunity to object, and the district court is required to
conduct de novo review of the portions of the recommendation to
whi ch objections are nade. Bryson, 981 F.2d at 723. Accordingly,
we dism ss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



